These three hypothetical long-term processes are highly relevant in our understanding the political turmoil that was generated by the Unfortunately, no known researcher had the foresight to ask such questions of a representative sample prior to and during the arrival of television coverage of politics. The accelerated pace of political careers has become a commonly accepted feature of the American scene. Yet this phenomenon also has not been empirically assessed.
The hypothesis of rising cynicism is supported by recent survey evidence documenting the drastic drop in public trust in government (Miller, Brown, and Raine, 1973) , during an era of increased media political coverage. But the evidence is less convincing about the media's direct responsibility for this trend .
At least three levels of analytical knowledge about trends in public opinion can be distinguished. The most basic level is having comparably (preferably exactly) worded questions asked at two points in time of equivalent representative samples. This level of analysis, sufficient to establish the existence of a trend, is now a common feature of reports from Gallup and Harris polls, providing invaluable historical archives from which to document the ebbs and flows of public opinion. More elaborate conclusions can be drawn if various segments within two samples are examined separately to determine whether a trend has been more pronounced in certain segments of society.
One might then speculate about whether something peculiar to one segment of society made it more prone to change than other segments. This level of analysis is increasingly used in [393] Gallup and Harris reports and will receive greater attention as the current &dquo;social indicators&dquo; movement gathers momentum. In the context of political media research, recent examples of this strategy can be found in Wright's (1972) [396] heels of the closing of these hearings that interviewing was not begun until after his speech. This paper will concern itself with the total responses of these three subsamples collected during these three time periods. The structure of the study design is similar to that employeed by Lazarsfeld, Berelson, and Gaudet (1948) The second and third telephone interviews also included some specific questions about the Ervin Committee hearings.
RESULTS
The major changes in our measures are outlined in Tables 1   and 2. Table 1 contains items included in our initial in-home [397] 
